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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections 
set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1, 13, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 6574233 
to Fuller et al.(hereinafter Fuller) in view of US Patent Publication 2004/0025020 to Yoshimura et 
al. (hereinafter Yoshimura) further in view of US Patent Publication 2001/0018698 Al to Uchino et 
al. (hereinafter Uchino). 

Regarding Claim 1,13, 24, Fuller discloses the receiving legacy data over an unsecured legacy 
channel using legacy protocol for legacy clients see Col 2 Ln 54-64; participating in the creation of 
secure side channel for exchanging extended data properties and supporting functionalities not 
offered by the legacy protocol see Col 3 Ln 14-26; receiving over the secure side channel extended 
data that includes a client hash value, created by a client when hashing at least portion of legacy data 
and metadata for defining extended data properties that extend the legacy protocol see Col 3 Ln 46- 
Col 4 Ln 25; linking the legacy data see Col 3 Ln 14-24. But Fuller does not explicitly disclose 
creating a server hash value by hashing at least portion of the legacy data received over the 
unsecured legacy channel and the extended data and comparing the client hash value with the server 
hash value to ensure the legacy data has not been altered for extending the functionality of the legacy 
protocol by securing the unsecured legacy channel without having modified the legacy protocol. 



Application/Control Number: 10/816,139 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2132 

However, Yoshimura discloses the creating a server and client hash values based on the 
authentication data being compared with each other see Par. 0017 & Par. 0019.lt would be obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the authentication 
information of Yoshimura to legacy data in the invention of Fuller in order to ensure that data 
transmitted over unsecure channel is encrypted see Par. 0019. But does not disclose the message 
board explicitly for posting messages. However, Uchino discloses the message board for posting 
messages see Fig. lit would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include discloses the message board for posting messages in the invention of Uchino 
in order to have a forum for discussion. 

Claims 2-3, 5, 14-15, 17, 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 6574233 to Fuller et al.(hereinafter Fuller) in view of US Patent Publication 2004/0025020 to 
Yoshimura et al.(hereinafter Yoshimura) further in view of US Patent 2004/0260778 to Banister et 
al. (hereinafter Banister). 

Regarding Claim 2-3, 5, 14-15, 17, 25-28, Fuller does not explicitly disclose the type of message and 
the profiler data. However, Banister discloses the type of message and the profiler data see Par. 0064 
& Par. 0111 & Par. 0114.lt would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to include the type of message and the profiler data invention of Fuller in order to 
have identifiers of the messages and the senders for viewing by the administrators. 

Claims 4, 6-12, 16, 18-23, 29, 31-34, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent 6574233 to Fuller et al.(hereinafter Fuller) in view of US Patent Publication 
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2004/0025020 to Yoshimura et al. (hereinafter Yoshimura) further in view of US Patent 
2003/0115259 to Narayanan. 

Regarding Claim 4, 6-12, 16, 18-23, 29, 31-34, Fuller nor Yoshimura discloses the opinion rating, 
expert level and scaled scoring. However, Narayanan discloses the opinion rating, expert level and 
scaled scoring see Par. 0024 & Par. 0019 & Par. 0044. It would be obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the opinion rating, expert level and scaled 
scoring invention of Fuller in gauge the users on the message board. 

Claims 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by US Patent 2002/0107910 to 
Zhao in view of US Patent 2001/0018698 Al to Uchino et al. (hereinafter Uchino). 

Regarding Claim 35, Zhao discloses the receiving the initial message from client for posting on a 
message, the initial message having extended attributes that include message type, visual 
representation data and data identifying the type of person posting the initial message see Par. 0020; 
receiving one or more subsequent messages from one or more subsequent messages for posting, 
having extended attributes that include a message type, visual representation data and data 
identifying the type of person posting the one or more messages see Par. 0015; correlating the initial 
message with one or more subsequent messages for creating a message thread, which is a list of the 
visual representation data for the initial message and the one or more subsequent message see Par. 
0013; receiving user-specified message criteria important to user for determining if the message 
thread can be collapsed see Par. 0031; based on the user-specified message criteria, evaluating one or 
more the extended attributes in the one or more subsequent messages against one or more of the 
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extended attributes in the initial message for determining if the message thread can be collapsed into 
a minimized visual representation of the message tree see Par. 0039. But does not disclose the 
message board explicitly for posting messages. However, Uchino discloses the message board for 
posting messages see Fig. 1. It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to include discloses the message board for posting messages in the invention of Zhao 
in order to have a forum for discussion. 

Claims 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
2002/0107910 to Zhao in view of US Patent 2001/0018698 Al to Uchino further in view of US 
Patent 2004/0260778 to Banister. 

Regarding Claim 36-38, Zhao nor Unchino does not explicitly disclose the type of message and the 
profiler data. However, Banister discloses the type of message and the profiler data see Par. 0064 & 
Par. 0111 & Par. 01 14.lt would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the type of message and the profiler data invention of Zhao in order to have 
identifiers of the messages and the senders for viewing by the administrators. 

Claims 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
2002/0107910 to Zhao in view of US Patent 2001/0018698 Al to Uchino further in view of US 
Patent 2003/0115259 to Narayanan. 

Regarding Claim 39-40, Zhao nor Uchino does not discloses the opinion rating, expert level and 
scaled scoring. However, Narayanan discloses the opinion rating, expert level and scaled scoring see 
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Par. 0024 & Par. 0019 & Par. 0044. It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the opinion rating, expert level and scaled scoring invention of 
Fuller in gauge the users on the message board. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Venkat Perungavoor whose telephone number is 571-272-7213. The examiner can 
normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications 
is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-directuspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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